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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, 


No. 43 11 . 

Lodutii E. La Raw, Plaintiff in Error, 

vs. 

The Prudential Insurance Company of America, a Corporation. 


1 In the Municipal Court of the District of Columbia. 

No. A-2641. 

Lodutii E. La Raw, Plaintiff, 

vs. 

The Prudential Insurance Company of America, a Corporation, 

Defendant. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, that in the Municipal Court of the District 
of Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and pro¬ 
ceedings had, in the above-entitled cause, to-wit: 

2 Amended Declaration by Leave of Court First Had and 

Obtained. 

Filed July 23, 192o. 

******* 

The plaintiff, Loduth PL La Raw, sues the defendant, the Pruden¬ 
tial Insurance Company of America, a corporation incorporated 
under and existing by virtue of the laws of the State of New Jersey 
and doing business under the laws of and in the District of Columbia, 
for that, heretofore, to wit, on the 3rd day of August, 1908, and 
the fourteenth day of September, 1908. respectively, at the City of 
Washington, District of Columbia, said defendant made its certain 
policies of insurance, photostatic copies of which are attached hereto 
and made a part hereof as Plaintiff’s Exhibits “A” and “B,” and 
delivered the same to Frank B. Egan, then living. 

1— 4377 a 
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That thereupon the said Frank B. Egan was duly and properly 
admitted to membership in said organization, and in consideration 
of said membership, representations and warranties made to it bv 
the application for said membership and the sums of 15 cents and 
25 cents weekly premiums paid respectively on said policies by 
Frank B. Egan and by Loduth E. La Raw, the present holder of 
these policies, the said defendant did promise and agree to pay or 
cause to be paid to the executor, or the administrator of the in¬ 
sured, or to any relative by blood or connection by marriage of 
the insured immediately after satisfactory proof of the death of the 
said Frank B. Egan is received at the ollice of said defendant, the 
sums of $225 and $375, respectively, as set out in the aforesaid 
policies. 

3 The Prudential Insurance Company of America. 

24,915,903. 

Exhibit “A.” 

Second Insurance. 

Hereby Insures the life of the person herein designated as the 
Insured, and agrees to pay the benefit stipulated in the following 
Schedule, subject to the Conditions, Privileges and Provisions con¬ 
tained on the second, third and fourth pages hereof, which are 
hereby made part of this contract. 

Schedule. 



Benefit if insured 



Age next 

is ten years 
of age or 
over next 

Weekly 

Name of insured 

birthday 

birthday 

premium 

Frank B. Egan. 

. 28 

$375 

25 Cents 


If the Insured shall die within six months from the date hereof, 
one-half the above benefit will be paid. After six months from its 
date the Policy will be in force for the full benefit. 


******* 

4 & 5 Conditions. 

This insurance is granted in consideration of the weekly premium 
hereinbefore stated, which shall be paid to the Company or to its 
authorized representative on or before every Monday during the 
continuance of this contract, until the seventy-fifth birthday of the 
Insured. 

The amount of benefit provided in the Schedule on the first page 
hereof shall be paid by the Company at its Home Office in the City 
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of Newark, New Jersey, unto the executors or administrators of the 
Insured, unless settlement shall he made as provided in article 2d 
under the head of “Provisions,” below, immediately upon receipt of 
due proof of the death of the Insured during the continuance of this 
policy. 

******* 

Provisions. 

******** 

6-10 2nd. Facility of Payment.—The Company may make any 
payment provided for in this Policy to relative by blood or 
connection by marriage of the Insured, or to any other person appear¬ 
ing to said Company to be equitably entitled to the same by reason 
of having incurred expense on behalf of the Insured, for his or her 
burial or, it the Insured be more than fifteen years of age at the date 
of this Policy, for any other purpose, and the production by the 
Company of a receipt signed by any or either of said persons or of 
other sufficient proof of such payment to any or either of them shall 
be conclusive evidence that such Benefits have been paid to the 
person or persons entitled thereto, and that all claims under this 
Policy have been fully satisfied. 

******* 

7th. Modification, etc.—No condition, provision or privilege of 
this Policy can be waived or modified in any case except by an 
endorsement hereon signed by the President, one of the Vice-Presi¬ 
dents, the Secretary, one of the Assistant Secretaries, the Actuary, 
the Associate Actuary or one of the Assistant Actuaries. No modi¬ 
fication or change shall be made in this Policy except such as is in 
accordance with the law of the State in which the same is issued. 
No agent has power in behalf of the Company to make or modify 
this or any other contract of insurance, to extend the time for pay¬ 
ing a premium, to waive any forfeiture, or to bind the Company by 
making any promise, or making or receiving any representation or 
information. 

******* 

11th. Entire Contract Contained in This Policy.—This Policy 
contains the entire contract between the parties hereto, and all state¬ 
ments made by the Insured shall in the absence of fraud be deemed 
representations and not warranties, and no such statement shall 
avoid the Policy or be used as a defence to a claim thereunder. 

******* 

And the plaintiff further avers that on the 30th day of April, 
1918, the said Frank B. Egan, the insured named in the aforesaid 
policies of insurance, disappeared from his home in the City 
11 of Washington, District of Columbia, and left his domicile 
without any known intention of changing the same, and has 
not returned, and has never been heard of or from, from the time of 
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his so leaving. Plaintiff further avers that diligent search and in¬ 
quiry. both public and private, has been made for him and no trace 
or word of him has ever been found. Plaintiff further avers that 
affidavits in support of the above statement are now in the posses¬ 
sion of the said defendant company, having been submitted to said 
defendant in filing Claimant’s Affidavit with said Company by this 
plaintiff. 

Plaintiff further avers that all weekly premiums due on the said 
policies of insurance have been paid, and that she, the said plaintiff, 
is the only claimant for the sums due under these policies and that 
she is the person most equitably entitled to these sums in view of the 
fact that she is a relative by marriage and the only person, now 
living, who has incurred expense in keeping up the payment of 
prmiums on these policies. 

Plaintiff further avers that after the disappearance of the in¬ 
sured, one C. II. Schaffer, an agent of the defendant company, who 
dealt with the insured and this plaintiff, and who collected the 
premiums from this plaintiff, told the said plaintiff, “never to allow 
the policies to become delinquent, to always keep the premiums paid 
up to date, that the person holding the policies and paying the 
premiums would be entitled to, and the company would pay, the 
insurance, after the seven year period had elapsed, if the persons so 
entitled would make claim for the amount of the insurance.” 

And the plaintiff further avers that in view of the continued 
absence, without word or letter, from the insured, Frank B. Egan, 
over a period of more than seven years, the said insured is presumed 
to be and is dead. Section 252 of the Code of Laws for the District 
of Columbia. 

12 And the plaintiff further avers that she, the plaintiff, has 

requested the said Company to pay the amounts due under the 
policies, and has duly filed a claim for said amounts, that the said 
Company has not paid the benefits due under the policies, that the 
said Company has refused to pay the said amounts now due, and 
has rejected and refused the claim made for the sums due under the 
policies by this plaintiff, to the damage of the plaintiff in the sum 
of six hundred dollars, with interest from April 30, 1925. 

And plaintiff further avers that she. the plaintiff, is a step-daughter 
of the insured, Frank B. Egan, and that she has paid the premiums 
due on aforesaid policies of insurance, for, to wit, the last six years. 

Wherefore, the plaintiff is damaged in the sum of six hundred 
dollars, with interest from April 30, 1925. besides costs of this suit. 

G. B. SPRINGSTOX, 
Attorney for Plaintiff. 

Particulars of Demand. 

Filed July 23, 1925. 

★ ★ * * * * * 

Breach of contract of Insurance. 

$000. with interest from April 30, 1925, as per Exhibits “A” and 
“B“ in the declaration set forth. 
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Amended Affidavit of Merit. 
Filed July 23, 1925. 


District of Columbia, ss : 

Loduth E. La Raw, being first duly sworn, deposes and says that 
she is the piaintiff in the above-entitled cause of action; that she 
holds policies of insurance, photostatic copies of which are 

13 attached to the declaration, issued on the 3rd day of August, 
1908 and the 14th day of September, 1908, by the defend¬ 
ant corporation on the life of Frank B. Egan, that application for 
said policies of insurance was made in the City of Washington, Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia, at the local office of the Prudential Insurance 
Company of America, and was duly forwarded to the Home Office 
in the City of Newark, State of New Jersey, that the certificates on 
which this suit is founded were forwarded bv the Home Office to 
the local office in the City of Washington, District of Columbia, 
and delivered to said Frank B. Egan in said last named city, the 
certificates being attached in photostat to the declaration. That 
tlie insured, Frank B. Egan, upon whose life the said policies were 
issued, disappeared and left his domicile without any known intention 
of changing the same and has not returned or been heard from since 
April 30, 1918, that the Police were duly notified, and every effort 
was made, thru the Police Department and by this deponent to 
locate said Frank B. Egan and to determine his whereabouts, and 
to learn if possible if he was dead or alive, but that since the said 
day of his disappearance as aforesaid no information of any kind 
has been obtained and neither deponent nor any other person as far 
as deponent knows has ever heard directly or indirectly from him 
or obtained any information as to his whereabouts and as to whether 
lie is dead or alive. This deponent further savs that she i s the o nly__ 

v^jela imant for the s aiiOurns ilue under these policies and tliaF s he ja_ 

the perso n most equitably e ntitlecPTo'These slims hsHseDout Tn th^ _ 
~7tecT?rr mt(lh and th at 11 1 cage n rTrh^TrTu^'efnsffive ~ ofTR e enm pmy y, 
iTPirTToTn she pidcT ^cr^emTums. one C. Jl. Schaffer, an agent of 
the defendant com pany. Told her'fhatlf"she kepPup the p r emiums '^ 
a nd d jdHn of alf o w'ffie"j5o lfeies to~lapse the Comp^n^yyojRd^^ 

14 "~p av Tier"!he T nsuranee m ohey affer^tTie^Tnsiiren~b gd bccn_ 
"Tfnhcarfl~i>f ohfro'nTToT^vjgyjjriBaT S if"gTTe~5C6iiTd make claim. 

DeponenTTurther says that she made claim ancTwas reTusecfby leHer 
dated June 9, 1925, a true copy of which is attached hereto. Depo¬ 
nent saj aJjiat payment of all premiums has been made and accepted 
r> y~jlefcmdahT^ with full “knowledge of all facts, that the 

"T rrJu•Tc-ljaTe'njjwjjh f uff force and^ effec t and that si nce the i nstitution 
ot ihcTsuii fhe~Tom p^\T"MT accepted paymTFrr'ol the premiuins 
(hie uiuj c y these p olicies "from this plaintiff . Deponent has neither 
seen nor heard of the said Fran kBT Egan since April 30, 1918, that 
due notice was given the defendant corporation of the disappearance 
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and death of insured. Frank P>. Egan, and demand made upon 
them for the amount due on said policies, to wit, $600, but pay¬ 
ment refused by letter from defendant corporation as shown, a true 
copy being attached hereto and made a part of this affidavit, and 
there is now justly due and owing to the deponent, as the holder of 
the policies of insurance, under said policies, the sum of $600, with 
interest from the 30th day of April. 1025, exclusive of all set-offs 
and just grounds of defense. 

LODIITH E. LA RAW. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 23rd day of July, 1925. 
[notarial seal. | CAMPBELL HOWARD, 

Notary Public. 

Demurrer to Amended Declaration. 

Filed August 5, 1925. 

★ ***** * 

The defendant says that the Declaration filed herein is bad in 
substance. 

MINOR, GATLEY & ROWLAND. 

Attorneys for Defendant. 

15 Letter Attached to Affidavit. 

Edward D. Duffield, President. 

The Prudential Insurance Company of America. 

Home Office, Newark, N. J. 

Telephone Connection 

Founded by John E. Dry den. The Prudential Has the Strength of 
Gibraltar. Pioneer of Industrial Insurance in America. 

John F. Drvden, Superintendent. 

New Commercial National Bank Building, Fourteenth and G Streets, 

Washington, D. C. 

S. C. 

In re Frank B. Egan. 

Name and Title: -. 

Referring to: -. 

June 9, 1925. 

Mr. G. B. Springston, 

Appeals Bldg., 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: 

With further reference to the above matter, our Home Office 
Writes us as follows: 
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‘‘There has been no information submitted that would warrant 
us in making an investigation. The Claimant in this case is a 
step-daughter and the fact that she has not heard from the insured 
since 1018 is not sufficient reason for our assuming that Death has 
occurred. 

“Form #7089 submitted shows that the insured had not been 
living with his wife for a year previous to his disappearance. The 
claimant is unable to give the names and addresses of any of the 
insureds blood relatives, who in all probability could furnish 
valuable information, unless proof of death is furnished, during the 
continuance of the policy, we consider the matter closed. 

“The insured in this case is a young man 44 years old, and is in 
all probability still alive.*’ 

Regretting to be unable to do anything further, in the matter, I 
remain, 

Very truly yours, 

JOHN F. DRYDEN, 

S. C., 

Superintendent. 

16 Note.— The matters of law intended to be argued in sup¬ 

port of the foregoing demurrer are: (1) The plaintiff, in and 
by her said declaration does not show any right to the proceeds of 
the policies of insurance sued upon. (2) In and by her said 
declaration it appears that unless the defendant company should 
exercise the right given it in and bv provision 2 of said policies, 
known as the “Facility of Payment” clause, the proceeds of said 
policies are payable to the executor or administrator of insured upon 
receipt of due proof of the death of the insured and not to the plain¬ 
tiff. (3) The plaintiff does not show in and by her said declara¬ 
tion that she has furnished the defendant due proof, or any proof, 
of the death of the insured. 

Minute Entry. 

Entered August 7, 1925, Minutes 17, Page 220. 
******* 

Upon consideration of defendant’s demurrer to plaintiff’s declara¬ 
tion in the above entitled cause filed herein, it is ordered that said 
demurrer be, and the same is hereby sustained and suit dismissed. 
Exceptions noted. 

Order. 

Filed September 15, 1925. 

****** * 

Upon hearing the demurrer to the amended declaration filed 
herein, it is considered that said demurrer be and hereby is sustained. 
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Wherefore, the plaintiff announces that she will stand upon her 
A mended Declaration, Particulars of Demand, and Amended Affi¬ 
davit of Merit, as corrected, therefore it is considered, that the plain¬ 
tiff take nothing by her suit and that the defendant go thereof 
without day and recover against the plaintiff their costs of 

17 suit to he taxed by the clerk and have execution thereof. 

Bv the Court nunc pro tunc September lo, 192o. 

MARY O’TOOLE, 

Justice. 

Assignment of Errors. 

Filed September 15, 1925. 

******* 

The plaintiff assigns as reversible errors the following actions of 
the Trial Court: 

1. The order sustaining the demurrer to the plaintiff s amended 
declaration, particulars of demand, and amended affidavit of merit. 

2. Dismissing the plaintiff’s amended declaration, particulars of 
demand and amended affidavit of merit. 

JOHN PAUL EARNEST, 

GEORGE BA ILL IE SPRINGSTOX, 

A ttorneys for Plaintiff. 

18 Filed August 25, 1925. Municipal Court, District of Co¬ 

lumbia. 

United States of America, ss: 

The President of the United States to the Honorable Mary O'Toole, 

t. 7 

Judge of the Municipal Court of the District of Columbia, Greet¬ 
ing: 

Because in the record and proceedings, as also in the rendition 
of the judgment of a plea which is in the said Municipal Court, 
before you, between Loduth E. La Raw, plaintiff, and The Prudential 
Insurance Company of America, defendant, No. A 2641, a manifest 
error hath happened, to the great damage of the said plaintiff, 
as by her complaint appears. We being willing that error, if any 
hath been, should be duly corrected, and full and speedy justice 
done to the parties aforesaid in this behalf, do command you, if 
judgment be therein given, that then, under your seal, distinctly 
and openly, you send the record and proceedings aforesaid, with all 
things concerning the same, to the Court of Appeals of the District 
of Columbia, together with this writ, so that you have the same in 
the said Court of Appeals, at Washington, within 20 days from the 
settling of the bill of exceptions, or within such additional time after 
the expiration of the 20 days as the court below or a judge thereof 
for sufficient cause shall allow; that the record and proceedings afore¬ 
said being inspected, the said Court of Appeals may cause further 
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to he done therein to correct that error, what of right and according 
to the laws and customs of the United States should be done. 


Witness the Honorable George E. Martin, Chief Justice of the 
said Court of Appeals, the 25th day of August, in the year of our 
Lord one thousand nine hundred and twenty-five. 

[Seal of Court of Appeals, District of Columbia.] 


HENRY W. HODGES, 

Clerk of the Court of Appeals 

of the District of Columbia, 
By MONCURE BURKE, 

Assistant Clerk. 


Allowed by 

GEORGE E. MARTIN, 

Chief Justice of the Court of 

Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


10 Filed Oct. 5, 1025. Municipal Court, District of Columbia. 


In the Municipal Court of the District of Columbia. 


No. A 2641. 


Lodutii E. La Raw, 1104 M Street N. W., Plaintiff, 

vs. 

The Prudential Insurance Company of America, 14th and G 
Streets N. W., a Corporation, Defendant. 

Bill of Exceptions. 

Be it remembered that this cause came on for trial before Judge 
Mary O’Toole, sitting without a jury, whereupon the defendant 
filed a demurrer to the amended declaration, of the plaintiff, which 
demurrer, after argument of counsel for both the plaintiff and de¬ 
fendant, the court sustained on the 7th day of August, 1925, to 
which ruling of the court in sustaining said demurrer the plaintiff 
then and there objected and excepted and that thereafter, to wit, on 
September 15, 1925, nunc pro tunc, the plaintiff electing to stand on 
said amended declaration, the court passed an order dismissing said 
amended declaration, adjudging costs against the plaintiff to which 
ruling likewise the plaintiff objected and excepted and gave notice 
of her intention to apply to the Court of Appeals for a Writ of Error. 

Be it further remembered that each of tHe several and separate 
exceptions taken by the plaintiff to the rulings of the court were then 
and there separately and severally taken in open court and counsel 
for the plaintiff then and there prayed the court to sign this Bill of 
Exceptions to have the same force and effect as if said Exceptions 
were separately and severally set forth in a separate Bill of Excep¬ 
tions, and at the request of counsel for the plaintiff the same is ac- 
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cordingly signed and made a part of tlie record of this cause now for 
then, this 5th dav of October, 1925. 

MARY O'TOOLE. 

Judge of the Municipal Court of the District of Columbia. 

Copy of foregoing received Sept. 15, 1925. 

‘ MINOR, GATLEY & ROWLAND, 

Attys. for Defendant. 

20 [Endorsed:] No. A 2641. Loduth E. La Raw, 1104 M 
Street, N. W., Plaintiff, vs. The Prudential Insurance Com¬ 
pany of America, 14th and G Streets, N. W., a corporation, Defend¬ 
ant. Bill of Exceptions. Copy to be filed in the Court of Appeals. 
John Paul Earnest, George Baillie Springston, Attys. for Plaintiff. 
Filed Oct. 5, 1925. Municipal Court, District of Columbia. 

21 Docket Entries. 


******* 

Costs. 

t - A -\ 

1025. Dep’s. r’t’f’s. Defs. 

Deposit toward costs bv plain¬ 
tiff ... $10.00 . 

June 23. Declaration, particulars of de¬ 
mand, affidavit of merit, and 

exhibit filed . .25 $1.00 .... 

June 23. Summons and copy issued, return¬ 
able July 7-10. .... 1.25 . . . . 

June 23. Docketing and indexing. .... 2.00 

June 26. Summons returned personal sen - 

ice—S. P. Markel. .... .25 .... 

Julv 7. Demurrer filed by defendant ... .... .25 . .. . 

July 7. Continued to July 16—10 P. .. . .... .25 

July 16. Defendants demurrer to plaintiffs 
declaration sustained. Plaintiff 
granted leave to plead over. M. 

16, p. 463 . .... .50 


July 20. Plaintiff's oral motion to extend 
time 10 days within which to 
file amended declaration 

granted. M. 16, p. 475. 

July 23. Amended declaration, particulars 
of demand, and amended affi¬ 


davit filed by plaintiff. .... .25 

Aug. 5. Demurrer to amended declaration 

filed. .... .25 

Aug. 5. Set for hearing August 7, 10 A. 

M. per order filed. .... .25 

Aug. 7. Demurrer to declaration sustained. 

M. 17, p. 220.50 
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Costs. 


1 925. 

Aug. 25. Writ of error from Court of Ap¬ 
peals received and notice sent to 

defendant in error. 

Aug. 26. Designation of record filed by 

plaintiff . 

Aug. 31. On Court's own motion time ex¬ 
tended to 10/1/25 to submit 
22 bill of exceptions. M. 17, p. 

220 ... 

Sept. 15. Assignment of errors filed by 

plaintiff. 

Sept. 15. Order of Court filed. 

Sept. 18. Set for settling bill of exceptions 

September 25-10 plaintiff’s 

order. 

Sept. 25. Defendant’s oral motion to ex¬ 
tend time to October 5, 1925, to 
submit bill of exceptions 

granted. M. 17, p. 276. 

Oct 5. Bill of exceptions submitted.... 

Oct. 5. Bill of exceptions submitted, 

signed and ordered of record 

nunc pro tunc. 

Oct 5. Designation of record filed. 

Designation of Record. 

Filed October 5, 1925. 

******* 

The clerk will prepare the record on appeal in the above entitled 
cause to include the following: 

1. Amended declaration, Particulars of Demand, Affidavit of 
merit, 

2. Demurrer, 

3. Ruling of court on demurrer, 

4. Order dismissing amended declaration, 

5. Assignment of errors, 

6. The Writ of error, 

7. Bill of exceptions, 

8. Docket entries, 

9. This designation. 

EARNEST and SPRINGSTON, 

Attorneys for Plaintiff. 


I)ep*s. P’t’fs. Def’s. 


• • • 


• mm KJ • • • • 


25 

25 


. 25 


• • • • 


25 
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23 Municipal Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, Blanche Neff, Clerk of the Municipal Court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages, numbered from 1 to 
12, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, 
according to direction of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made 
part of this transcript, in cause, At Law No. A-2041, wherein Loduth 
E. La Haw is plaintiff, and The Prudential Insurance Company of 
America, a corporation, is defendant, as the same that remains upon 
the files and of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this 13th day of October, 1925. 

[Seal Municipal Court, District of Columbia.] 

BLANCHE NEFF. 

Clerk. 

24 In the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 

Original, No. 4377. 

Loduth E. La Raw, Petitioner, 

vs. 

The Prudential Insurance Company of America, Respondent. 

Appellant's Designation of Parts of Record to be Printed. 

The Clerk in the printing of the record on appeal in this court 
in the above-entitled case is hereby directed to omit therefrom all 
of page 3; all of page 4 except the first six lines; all of page 5; on 
page 6 the first three lines and lines 10 to 27 inclusive and lines 33 
to the end of the page; and all of pages 7, 8, 9 and 10, the same be¬ 
ing immaterial to the hearing of the case on its merits. 

LODUTH E. LA RAW, 

Petitioner, 

Bv JOHN PAUL EARNEST, 
GEORGE B. SPRINGSTON, 

Plaintiff's Attorneys. 

Sendee accepted this 19th day of October. 1925. 

MINOR, GATLEY & ROWLAND, 

A ttys, for Defendant. 


25 
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L. E. LA RAW VS. PRUDENTIAL INSURANCE CO. 


13 


Respondent. Appellants Designation of Parts of Record to be 
printed. John Paul Earnest, George B. Springston, Attys. for Ap¬ 
pellant. Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Oct. 20, 
1925. Henry W. Hodges, clerk. 

20 In the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 

No. 4377. 

Lodutii E. La Raw 

V9. 

Prudential Insurance Company of America, Respondent. 

Now comes the respondent in the above cause, by Messrs. Minor, 
Gatley & Rowland, its attorneys, in opposition to appellant’s designa¬ 
tion for printing, and directs the Clerk to include in the printed 
record the following parts which appellant designated for exclusion, 
which parts are considered by respondent as material to the de¬ 
termination of the questions raised on appeal, namely: 

1. Include page three from the top of the page to the line in 
the middle of the page reading “Table of benefits if insured is less 
than ten years of age next birthday.” 

2. Page 6. Include provision Eleventh, in addition to provisions 
Second and Seventh, already designated by appellant. 

MINOR, GATLEY & ROWLAND, 

Attorneys for Respondent. 

GEORGE B. SPRINGSTON, 

Atty. for Appellants. 

27 [Endorsed:] No. 4377. Loduth E. La Raw vs. Pruden¬ 

tial Insurance Company of America, Respondent. Addi¬ 
tional Designation of Record to be Printed. Minor, Gatley & Row¬ 
land, Attorneys at Law, Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 
Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed Oct. 22, 1925. 
Henry W. Hodges, clerk. 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Municipal Court. No. 
4377. Loduth E. La Raw, plaintiff in error, vs. The Prudential 
Insurance Company of America, a corporation. Court of Appeals, 
District of Columbia. Filed Oct. 10, 1925. Henry W. Hodges, 
clerk. 
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